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ARGUMENT IN FAVOR OF PROPOSITION 84

84
Prop WATER QUALITY, SAFETY AND SUPPLY. 

FLOOD CONTROL. NATURAL RESOURCE PROTECTION. 
PARK IMPROVEMENTS. BONDS. INITIATIVE STATUTE. 

 PROP. 84 PROTECTS CALIFORNIA’S WATER, LAND, 
AND COASTLINE.
 California is growing rapidly, putting new pressure each 
year on our water resources, land, coast, and ocean. Prop. 84 
protects these vital natural resources, which are essential to 
our health, our economy, and our quality of life.
 YES on 84 PROTECTS DRINKING WATER QUALITY.
 The water we drink and use to grow our food is vulnerable 
to contamination. Prop. 84 will:
• Remove dangerous chemicals from our water supply.
• Prevent future groundwater contamination.
• Prevent toxic runoff from fl owing into our water.
 Prop. 84 is essential to assure our communities CLEAN, 
SAFE DRINKING WATER.
 Last year, there were more than 1,200 beach closing or 
advisory days in California. Prop. 84 will help prevent toxic 
pollution from storm drains from contaminating coastal waters 
and endangering public health.
 YES on 84 ASSURES A RELIABLE WATER SUPPLY.
 Prop. 84 will increase the reliability of California’s water 
supply, through conservation and other programs. Every 
region in the state will benefi t from this measure, while being 
given local control over specifi c projects to improve local 
water supply and water quality.
 YES on 84 PROTECTS OUR COASTLINE AND 
CALIFORNIA’S NATURAL BEAUTY.
 The measure will help clean and safeguard the ocean and 
beaches all along California’s coastline, including the San 
Diego, Santa Monica, Monterey, and San Francisco Bays. It 
will also provide for safe neighborhood parks and protect the 
rivers and lakes in which we swim and fi sh.
 YES on 84 PROTECTS AGAINST FLOODING.
 An earthquake or a series of major storms could damage 
our state’s levees, causing dangerous fl ooding and potentially 
leaving up to 23 million Californians without safe drinking 
water.

 Efforts are underway to address this urgent threat to 
public safety and our water supply, but much more needs 
to be done. Flood control experts agree that Prop. 84 is an 
important step forward and complements ongoing efforts to 
improve fl ood control in California.
 YES on PROP. 84 PROTECTS CALIFORNIA’S 
ECONOMY.
 Clean beaches, rivers, and lakes are crucial to tourism, 
which contributes more than $88 billion to the state economy 
each year and directly supports more than 900,000 jobs. 
An adequate supply of clean, safe water is also needed for 
California’s farms and cities. Prop. 84 protects the water that 
our economy needs to thrive.
 YES on 84 WILL NOT RAISE TAXES—AND 
INCLUDES TOUGH FISCAL SAFEGUARDS. Prop. 84:
• Is funded entirely from existing revenues and will not 

raise taxes.
• Will bring federal matching funds into California.
• Includes strict accountability provisions, including yearly 

independent audits and a citizen’s oversight committee.
 PLEASE JOIN US IN VOTING YES on 84.
 Conservation groups, business organizations, and water
districts across California support Prop. 84. For more 
information about the measure, please visit www.
CleanWater2006.com. Your YES vote will help protect our 
health, economy, and quality of life now and in the years to 
come.
 PROTECT CALIFORNIA’S DRINKING WATER, 
LAND, COAST, AND OCEAN. Vote YES on 84.

MARK BURGET, Executive Director 
The Nature Conservancy
LARRY WILSON, Chair
Board of Directors, Santa Clara Valley Water District
E. RICHARD BROWN, Ph.D., Professor, School of Public 

Health, University of California, Los Angeles

 PROPOSITION 84 CANNOT DELIVER ON ITS 
PROMISES
 It will not benefi t everyone, but everyone will pay for 
it through higher taxes or budget cuts for education, law 
enforcement, and health services.
 NO on 84 PROTECTS THE PUBLIC TREASURY
 Prop. 84 gives state bureaucrats the power to spend 
your money without effective oversight. This proposal 
eliminates protections against corruption and favoritism in 
current law and it bypasses our competitive bidding system. 
It prevents audits by the State Controller, the State Auditor, 
and even the Legislative Analyst. It exempts itself from 
the Administrative Procedures Act. Ask yourself why the 
proponents fear routine audits.
 NO on 84 SENDS SACRAMENTO THE RIGHT 
MESSAGE: WE NEED A RELIABLE WATER SUPPLY
 This water bond does not contain ANY funds for new 
reservoirs, aqueducts, or water storage! The water diversions 
mandated by this bond will actually take away drinking 
water from current sources.
 NO on 84 PROTECTS YOU FROM SPECI A L 
INTERESTS

 Bond funds can be awarded to the same private 
organizations that placed this initiative on the ballot, 
campaigned for it, and bought advertising to promote it. This 
is a perversion of the initiative process.
 NO on 84 SAVES MONEY FOR REAL FLOOD 
CONTROL
 Flood control is vital, but less than 15% of bond funds are 
dedicated to that purpose—and that money could be chewed 
up for studies, environmental planning, environmental 
mitigation, and bureaucratic administration. If bureaucratic 
reports could stop fl ooding, we’d no longer have a problem.
 PLEASE JOIN US IN VOTING NO on 84.

BILL LEONARD, Member
California State Board of Equalization
RON NEHRING, Senior Consultant
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